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A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, 
including the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this 
application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the 
fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the 
finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on Sep. 
28, 2006 has been entered. 

Claims 3-8, 11 and 13-16 are withdrawn from further 
consideration pursuant to 37 CFR 1.142(b) as being drawn to a 
nonelected species, there being no allowable generic or linking 
claim. Election was made without traverse in Paper No. 8. It is 
noted that claims 13-16 are withdrawn by applicant from further 
consideration since they are labeled "Withdrawn" . 

Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, 
as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and 
distinctly claim the- subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. Claim 9 is limited to the embodiment of figure 9 
since the claim requires the same support structure (the second 
support structure) to be joined to both the first and third 
support, structure with the connecting struts joining the first 
and second support structures extending in the opposite 
direction as compared to the connecting struts joining the 
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second and third support structures. For example, CS 2 could be 
the first support structure, CS 3 could be the second support 
structure and CS 4 could be the third support structure in 
figure 9. However, figure 8 does not include a second support 
structure that meets these limitations.- Further, claim 1 is 
limited to the embodiment of figure 8 since claim 1 requires 
that each support structure is directly connected to an adjacent 
support structure (lines 12-13) and figure 9 fails to show this. 
For example, CS 3 in figure 9 is not directly connected to an 
adjacent support structure. Thus, no single embodiment includes 
all of the features of claims 9 and 1. 

Claims 1, 9, 10 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) 
as being anticipated by Pinchasik et al . (5,449,373). Pinchasik 
et al. disclose a stent body having a plurality of adjacent 
circumferential support structures (one of which is labeled 
first support structure in appendix A, another being the one 
directly to the left of [and being a mirror image of] the first 
support structure, another being the one labeled second support 
structure, another being the one directly to the right of [and 
being a mirror image of] the second support structure, another 
being the one labeled third support structure, another being the 
one directly to the right of [and being a mirror image of] the 
third support structure) including longitudinal struts 
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interconnected at apex portions, wherein each support structure 
is directly connected to an adjacent support structure (i.e. the 
adjacent support structure which is a mirror image of it) at a 
plurality but not all apex portions (For example, the support 
structure which is labeled first support structure in appendix A 
is directly connected to an adjacent support structure [at its 
left] at the apex portions on the left side of the first support 
structure, but not the apex portions on the right side of the 
first support structure.), and wherein some of the support 
structures (e.g. the first support structure) are interconnected 
to an adjacent support structure (e.g. the second support 
structure) by circumferential connecting struts (e.g. 112) 
extending between a plurality, but not all of the apex portions 
of the interconnected pairs of circumferential support 
structures (For example, the circumferential connecting struts 
112 extending between the first and second support structures do 
not extend to the apex portions on the left side of the first 
support structure.) wherein said interconnected apex portions 
are circumf erentially offset relative to one another (as seen in 
figures 2A, 2B and 2C) . As to claim 9, the circumferential 
connecting struts on the left side of figure 2C of Pinchasik et 
al. extend in a first direction and the circumferential 
connecting struts on the right side of figure 2C extend in a 
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second direction opposite the first direction. As to claim 10, 
some of the longitudinal struts (having length LI) are longer 
than other longitudinal struts (having length L2) and provide a 
longitudinal overlap as shown in the attached appendix B. 

Claims 2, 19, 20 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Pinchasik et al. (5,449,373) in view 
of Wijay (5,824,059). As to claims 2 and 19, Pinchasik et al . 
fail to clearly show adjacent circumferential support structures 
being offset such that the apex portions on one side of a 
support structure are positioned intermediate the apex portions 
on a facing side of an adjacent support structure (claim 2) or 
the adjacent apex portions being circumf erentially offset (claim 
19) . However, Wijay, in the embodiments of figures 3 and 4, 
teaches that adjacent circumferential support structures should 
be offset such that the apex portions on one side of a support 
structure are positioned intermediate apex portions on a facing 
side of an adjacent support structure to circumf erentially 
stagger them. This staggered arrangement has the self-evident 
advantage of providing a more continuous support to the blood 
vessel around its circumference. It would have been obvious to 
so orient the circumferential support structures of Pinchasik et 
al . so that it too would have this advantage. As to claim 21, 
Pinchasik et al . fail to disclose the circumferential connecting 
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struts as being perpendicular to the longitudinal struts. 
However, Wijay, in the embodiment of figure 4, teaches that the 
circumferential connecting struts 94 can be perpendicular to the 
longitudinal struts (col. 7, lines 12-16) apparently in order to 
obtain the advantage of enabling the stent portions 62, 64, 66, 
etc . to be closer to each other and thus providing a more 
continuous support to the blood vessel along the length of the 
stent. It would have been obvious to so orient the 

circumferential connecting struts 112 of Pinchasik et al . so 
that it too would have this advantage. 

Applicant's arguments filed Jan. 8, 2007 have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive for the reasons set forth 
above. Further, contrary to applicant's remarks at the top of 
page 10, the staggered arrangement of the Wijay circumferential 
support structures in figures 3 and 4 has the advantage of 
providing a more continuous support to the blood vessel around 
its circumference. If the apex portions of the Wijay 

circumferential support structures were aligned along the 
longitudinal axis of the stent instead of being staggered, then 
as one followed the circumference of the stent there would be a 
relatively large gap between the stent segments 62 and 64, for 
example, where the gap between the circumf erentially adjacent 
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apex portions of segment 62 aligned with the gap between the 
circumf erentially adjacent apex portions of segment 64. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Michael 
Thaler whose telephone number is (571) 272-4704. The examiner 
can normally be reached Monday to Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Anhtuan T. Nguyen can 
be reached on (571) 272-4963. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
(571) 273-8300. 
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